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# of Years
Improved From Submitted Study
Residential
DLGF DLGF DLGF Sales
Townshlp Group #| Median | Calculated COoD |c PRD |c: Used
Median cop PRD se
.98! .98! .840 9.840 5 1.005
.992 .99 11.250 11.330 0 .010
.987 9! 6.075 6.075 - .004 .010
.99 ] .960 5.960 011 011
015 0 10.877 10.877 .008 .008
.988 98 8.920 8.918 .023 1.023
.025 025 10.990 10.989 .020 1.020
.023 023 11.888 11.888 1.024 1.024
1
.056 056 9.204 9.204 03 1.00:
.97 978 7.013 7.013 .003 .00:
.99, 985 9.840 9.844 18 .01
.99 99 10.340 10.340 .007 .00°
.02 02 8.250 8.252 011 11
.00 00! 8.921 8.921 .008 .008
1
.993 .99. 6.738 .738 .008 1.008
.983 .98 13.741 13.741 .009 .009
.946 .94/ 9.780 .784 .000 .000
.999 9! 7.420 .420 04 .004
.987 8 4.630 4.631 16 .985
TOTALS NIA
GROUP 1] 1.000 1.000 0.680 0.680 1.001 1.000
GROUP
IFPI Stats Imp’d Residential 1.026 35.84 1.17 3,246
# of Years rom
DLGF
From Submitted Stud:
Y 2 files
DLGF DLGF DLGF
Township Group # | Median CoD |c PRD (c
Median cop PRD
Cass 0.945 0.94: 9.7300 9.7290 1.013 1.013
[Canter: 0.991 0.99 8.1768| 8.1768 017 1.017
Clinton .965 0.96! 13.0200 | 13.0185 . 1.010
Qol8D .980 0.980 7.9163| 7.9183 | 1.022 1.022
& e 935 0.935 5.0813| 5.0813 .996 0.998
Galena 1
Hanna __ 0.975 0.975 7.4800 7.4600 0.991 1.005
¢ 0.990 0.990 8.6888| 8.4125 0.984 0.983
Johnson
[ Kankakee 0.98: Kl .8378 8378 1.021 1021
Lincoin .00 .0t .0000] 0.0000 1.000
Michigan .98 9 .9300] 7.8683 999 | 1.004
i .97 .9 4.9898| 4.9898 | 1.001 -001
Noble .97 .97 594.0000{ 5.9416 .007 .007
¥ 7 01 1.01 .0822| 8.2188 | 0.997 897
Prairie .97 .970 12.0000| 0.1239 1.000 1.000
I SClpic .96, .963 .2045]| 8.2945 1.014 1.014
Springfield 1
Union .088 1.088 13.9500| 13.9538 | 0.997 .996
[Waighin .969 0.969 7.6143| 7.6143 1.008 1008
Wills .973 0.973 7.7600 5.7397 1.011 011
TOTALS N/A
GROUP 1] 0.988 0.988 6.5800 6.5792 1.005 1.005
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# of Years rom # of Years
Improved From Submitted Stud DLGF
Commerclal Y 5 files From DLGF Data Analysis Files 2
DLGF DLGF DLGF
Township | Group #| Medlan | Calculated | cOD |c PRD |c Sates # of Too Few
Median cop PRD sed Parcels Sales
Cass 1 0 62
Center; : 1.002 1.002 10.694 10.694 1.011 1.011 48 845
Clinton 1 1 15
goISpHN 1.009 1.009 0.066 6.630 0.986 0.986 27 342 <TFS>
1 0 34
Galena 0 186
Hanna 1 1] 22
1 1 25
0 3
1 2 108 4
1 0 47 b 3
0.988 0.986 10.680 10.685 1.011 1.011 73 655 i 76
4 82 il 1 <TFS>
] 26 1
5 ; 34 7
i 0 1
1 7 29 2
i 46 Hi) 10
i [ | 19 ! 1
3 35 2
1] : 10 J
TOTALS NIA 166 |- | 2456 234 [0 ez I
GROUP 1] 1.001 1.001 6.790 6.785 |1.025 1.025 18 - i
GROUP - 5
IFPI Stats Imp'd Comm & Inc  0.857 67.62 1.50 174
# of Years rom # of Years
Vacant From Submitted Study 3
Commercial
DLGF DLGF DLGF | Salos . ; o Sales
Township | Group # | Median | Calculated | COD |c PRD |c ol ed Por yer ‘ . e | Too pow
Median cop PRD . . e bt W
Cass 1 0 0.
Center 1 1.0078 1.0089 0.0104 1.7190] 1.0188| 1.0097 [-] <TFS>
Center Sales in COUNTYWIDE []
Clinton 1
Coolspring 12 2 <TFS>
Dewey
Galena
Hanna
Hudson 1
Johnson
Kankakee i
Lincoln
Michigan 12 2 <TFS>
New Durham 0 <TFS>
Noble
‘Ploaaam 1
Prairie
Scipio
Springfield 0
Union
Washington
Wills
TOTALS NIA | <iFS>
Totals with Countywide
GROUP icoun@ﬁ 1]0.897778]  0.997778] 0.017639] 1.763864] 1.015093( 1.016093 13
GROUP 2] 0.988380] 0.988350]| 0.028347| 2.267778| 1.012747| 1.012747 5
GROUP

| # of Years I Fro_u: ] | # of Years



Improved From Submitted Study DLGF
Industrial files
DLGF DLGF DLGF
Township | Group # | Median | Calculated | COD |G PRD |c P:rg:h T;‘;‘:‘:‘”
Medlan cop PRD
7
52 <TFS>
1
30
2
0
1
0
0
12
0
119
5
0
1
0
4 ot
4 00
1 0007
37 ;
0
TOTALS N/IA 276 10.082 <TFS>
GROUP (countywide 0.968 0.968 7.83 7.83 1.01 1.01 12
GROUP
# of Years
Vacant Industrial From Submitted Study ]
Sales
DLGF DLGF DLGF
Township | Group #| Median | calculated | COD |G PRD |c 3:':; rlajéids(l) T‘;‘;’:‘:""
Median cop PRD
Cass 3
Center 35
Clinton 5
Coolspring 16
Dewey 0
Galena 0
Hanna 0
Hudson 0
Johnson 0
Kankakee 16
Lincoln 2
Michigan 1 213
New Durham 1
Noble 0
‘Plaasam 8
Prairie 0
Sciplo 0
Springfield 1
Union 3
Washington 36
Wills 0
[TOTALS NA 1
|GROUP (countywide; 0.944 0.944 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1
GROUP

Bold Red Text - Median, COD and/or PRD are outside IAAO standards

Black Text - COD is borderline or outside IAAO standards

Median does not comply with IAAO standards

COD Is outside the limits recommended In 50 IAC 21-5-1(b)(2).

PRD is outside the parameters established In 50 IAC 21-5-1(b)(2)(c) & 50 IAC 21-11-1(b).




County Number |46 LaPorte '
Range
a) More than b)0 to 10% d)0 to 10% e)10 to 30% )30 to g)More than
Class Twp Data 10% decrease decrease c) No Chng increase increase 100%increase Doubled Grand Total

Commercial Cass Count of Parcels 14 3 2 9 28 12 21 89
Count of Parcels2 15.7% 3.4% 2.2% 10.1% 31.5% 13.5%  23.6% 100.0%

Center Count of Parcels 86 82 100 170 207 184 104 933
Count of Parcels2 9.2% 8.8% 10.7% 18.2% 22.2% 19.7% 11.1% 100.0%

Clinton Count of Parcels ‘ 3 2 1 8 13 27
Count of Parcels2 0.0% 0.0% 11.1% 7.4% 3.7% 29.6% 48.1% 100.0%

Coolspring  [Count of Parcels 15 14 4 40 85 169 239 566
Count of Parcels2 2.7% 2.5% 0.7% 7.1% 15.0% 29.9% 42.2% 100.0%

Dewey Count of Parcels 2 19 8 14 10 13 66
Count of Parcels2 3.0% 28.8% 0.0% 12.1% 21.2% 15.2% 19.7% 100.0%

Galena Count of Parcels 1 8 1 1 6 12 29
Count of Parcels2 3.4% 0.0% 27.6% 3.4% 3.4% 20.7% 41.4% 100.0%

Hanna Count of Parcels 2 2 3 4 11 14 36
Count of Parcels2 0.0% 5.6% 5.6% 8.3% 11.1% 30.6% 38.9% 100.0%

Hudson Count of Parcels 3 2 2 14 13 34
Count of Parcels2 0.0% 0.0% 8.8% 5.9% 5.9% 41.2% 38.2% 100.0%

Johnson Count of Parcels 1 1 2
Count of Parcels2 50.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 50.0% 100.0%

Kankakee Count of Parcels 16 7 3 13 36 46 28 149
Count of Parcels2 10.7% 4.7% 2.0% 8.7% 24.2% 30.9% 18.8% 100.0%

Lincoln Count of Parcels 3 1 2 9 5 20
Count of Parcels2 15.0% 0.0% 5.0% 10.0% 45.0% 25.0% 0.0% 100.0%

Michigan Count of Parcels 74 61 181 224 211 122 183 1056
Count of Parcels2 7.0% 5.8% 17.1% 21.2% 20.0% 11.6% 17.3% 100.0%

New Durham |Count of Parcels 15 1 28 9 19 32 152 256
Count of Parcels2 5.9% 0.4% 10.9% 3.5% 7.4% 12.5% 59.4% 100.0%

Noble Count of Parcels 1 3 7 19 10 40
Count of Parcels2 2.5% 0.0% 7.5% 0.0% 17.5% 47.5% 25.0% 100.0%

Pleasant Count of Parcels 2 1 6 27 8 13 57
Count of Parcels2 0.0% 3.5% 1.8% 10.5% 47.4% 14.0% 22.8% 100.0%

Prairie Count of Parcels 1 1
Count of Parcels2 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%

Scipio Count of Parcels 3 1 1 9 9 6 22 51
Count of Parcels2 5.9% 2.0% 2.0% 17.6% 17.6% 11.8% 43.1% 100.0%

Springfield  [Count of Parcels 4 5 113 7 15 22 16 182
Count of Parcels2 2.2% 2.7% 62.1% 3.8% 8.2% 12.1% 8.8% 100.0%

Union Count of Parcels 2 11 10 12 35
Count of Parcels2 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 5.7% 31.4% 28.6% 34.3% 100.0%

Washington |[Count of Parcels 8 2 8 2 10 10 11 51
Count of Parcels2 15.7% 3.9% 15.7% 3.9% 19.6% 19.6% 21.6% 100.0%

Wills Count of Parcels 1 3 1 3 8 7 23
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a) More than b)0 to 10% d)0 to 10% e)10 to 30% )30 to g)More than
Class Twp Data 10% decrease decrease ¢) No Chng increase increase 100%increase Doubled Grand Total

Commercial Wills Count of Parcels?2 0.0% 4.3% 13.0% 4.3% 13.0% 34.8% 30.4% 100.0%
Commercial Count of Parcels 243 200 464 510 700 702 884 3703
Commercial Count of Parcels?2 6.6% 5.4% 12.5% 13.8% 18.9% 19.0% 23.9% 100.0%
Industrial Cass Count of Parcels 1 1 4 2 1 9
Count of Parcels2 11.1% 0.0% 0.0% 11.1% 44.4% 22.2% 11.1% 100.0%

Center Count of Parcels 14 10 2 10 25 25 15 101

Count of Parcels2 13.9% 9.9% 2.0% 9.9% 24.8% 24.8% 14.9% 100.0%

Clinton Count of Parcels 1 1 4 6

Count of Parcels2 0.0% 0.0% 16.7% 16.7% 0.0% 0.0% 66.7% 100.0%

Coolspring  |Count of Parcels 9 3 1 5 10 7 14 49

Count of Parcels2 18.4% 6.1% 2.0% 10.2% 20.4% 14.3% 28.6% 100.0%

Kankakee Count of Parcels 4 3 5 6 8 12 7 45

Count of Parcels2 8.9% 6.7% 11.1% 13.3% 17.8% 26.7% 15.6% 100.0%

Lincoln Count of Parcels 1 1

Count of Parcels2 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%]|. 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Michigan Count of Parcels 7 12 33 21 37 35 65 210

Count of Parcels2 3.3% 5.7% 15.7% 10.0% 17.6% 16.7% 31.0% 100.0%

New Durham [Count of Parcels 1 3 3 7

Count of Parcels2 | 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 14.3% 0.0% 42.9% 42.9% 100.0%

Pleasant Count of Parcels 1 1 2

Count of Parcels2 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 50.0% 0.0% 50.0% 100.0%

Scipio Count of Parcels 1 1 2

Count of Parcels2 0.0% 50.0% 0.0% 0.0% 50.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%

Springfield  [Count of Parcels 2 2 1 1 6

Count of Parcels2 0.0% 33.3% 0.0% 0.0% 33.3% 16.7% 16.7% 100.0%

Union Count of Parcels 1 1 1 3

Count of Parcels2 0.0% 0.0% 33.3% 0.0% 0.0% 33.3% 33.3% 100.0%

Washington |[Count of Parcels 2 2 17 5 11 25 15 77

Count of Parcels2 2.6% 2.6% 22.1% 6.5% 14.3% 32.5% 19.5% 100.0%

Industrial Count of Parcels 37 33 60 50 99 111 128 518
Industrial Count of Parcels2 7.1% 6.4% 11.6% 9.7% 19.1% 21.4% 24.7% 100.0%
Residential Cass Count of Parcels 7 7 20 438 106 69 107 754
Count of Parcels2 0.9% 0.9% 2.7% 58.1% 14.1% 9.2% 14.2% 100.0%

Center Count of Parcels 266 542 240 5394 2586 1063 245 10336

Count of Parcels2 2.6% 5.2% 2.3% 52.2% 25.0% 10.3% 2.4% 100.0%

Clinton Count of Parcels 4 90 10 24 204 113 101 546

Count of Parcels2 0.7% 16.5% 1.8% 4.4% 37.4% 20.7% 18.5% 100.0%

Coolspring  |Count of Parcels 55 43 92 734 3085 831 415 5255

Count of Parcels2 1.0% 0.8% 1.8% 14.0% 58.7% 15.8% 7.9% 100.0%

Dewey Count of Parcels 53 39 5 81 115 87 151 531

Count of Parcels2 10.0% . 7.3% 0.9% 15.3% 21.7% 16.4% 28.4% 100.0%

Galena Count of Parcels 1 1 20 34 367 217 495 1135
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a) More than b)0 to 10% d)0 to 10% e)10 to 30% f)30 to g)More than
Class Twp Data 10% decrease decrease ¢) No Chng increase increase 100%increase Doubled Grand Total
Residential Galena Count of Parcels2 0.1% 0.1% 1.8% 3.0% 32.3% 19.1% 43.6% 100.0%
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a) More than b)0 to 10% d)0 to 10% e)10 to 30% - )30 to g)More than
Class Twp Data 10% decrease decrease ¢) No Chng increase increase 100%increase Doubled Grand Total

Residential Hanna Count of Parcels 2 1 5 2 178 137 96 421
Count of Parcels2 0.5% 0.2% 1.2% 0.5% 42.3% 32.5% 22.8% 100.0%

Hudson Count of Parcels 32 23 39 307 491 303 1227 2422

Count of Parcels2 1.3% 0.9% 1.6% 12.7% 20.3% 12.5% 50.7% 100.0%

Johnson Count of Parcels 1 2 12 23 4 2 44

Count of Parcels2 0.0% 2.3% 4.5% 27.3% 52.3% 9.1% 4.5% 100.0%

Kankakee: [Count of Parcels 72 75 56 832 279 123 300 1737

Count of Parcels2 4.1% 4.3% 3.2% 47.9% 16.1% 7.1% 17.3% 100.0%

Lincoln Count of Parcels 22 87 64 274 333 443 639 1862

Count of Parcels2 1.2% 4.7% 3.4% 14.7% 17.9% 23.8% 34.3% 100.0%

Michigan Count of Parcels 539 303 737 2152 4076 3635 2512 13954

Count of Parcels2 3.9% 2.2% 5.3% 15.4% 29.2% 26.0% 18.0% 100.0%

New Durham [Count of Parcels 70 31 69 96 858 180 236 1540

Count of Parcels2 4.5% 2.0% 4.5% 6.2% 55.7% 11.7% 15.3% 100.0%

Noble Count of Parcels 3 4 2 11 248 242 128 638

Count of Parcels2 0.5% 0.6% 0.3% 1.7% 38.9% 37.9% 20.1% 100.0%

Pleasant Count of Parcels 42 131 6 209 604 167 162 1311

Count of Parcels2 3.2% 10.0% 0.5% 15.9% 46.1% 12.0% 12.4% 100.0%

Prairie Count of Parcels 15 26 6 6 53

Count of Parcels2 0.0% 0.0% 28.3% 0.0% 49.1% 11.3% 11.3% 100.0%

Scipio Count of Parcels 11 109 14 576 652 79 254 1695

Count of Parcels2 0.6% 6.4% 0.8% 34.0% 38.5% 4.7% 15.0% 100.0%

Springfield  {Count of Parcels 14 29 25 286 534 269 797 1954

Count of Parcels2 0.7% 1.5% 1.3% 14.6% 27.3% 13.8% 40.8% 100.0%

Union Count of Parcels 7 10 8 368 . 315 130 304 1142

Count of Parcels2 0.6% 0.9% 0.7% 32.2% 27.6% 11.4% 26.6% 100.0%

Washington [Count of Parcels 3 10 30 200 180 76 84 583

Count of Parcels2 0.5% 1.7% 5.1% 34.3% 30.9% 13.0% 14.4% 100.0%

Wills Count of Parcels 10 4 18 282 167 54 115 650

Count of Parcels2 1.5% 0.6% 2.8% 43.4% 25.7% 8.3% 17.7% 100.0%

Residential Count of Parcels 1213 1540 1477 12312 15427 8218 8376 48563
Residential Count of Parcels2 2.5% 3.2% 3.0% 25.4% 31.8% 16.9% 17.2% 100.0%
Agricultural Cass Count of Parcels 5 4 449 120 18 1 10 607
Count of Parcels2 0.8% 0.7% 74.0% 19.8% 3.0% 0.2% 1.6% 100.0%

Center Count of Parcels 14 3 158 38 103 27 52 395

Count of Parceis2 3.5% 0.8% 40.0% 9.6% 26.1% 6.8% 13.2% 100.0%

Clinton Count of Parcels 3 3 303 32 81 17 14 453

Count of Parcels2 0.7% 0.7% 66.9% 7.1% 17.9% 3.8% 3.1% 100.0%

Coolspring  |Count of Parcels 11 217 326 68 30 13 6 671

Count of Parcels2 1.6% 32.3% 48.6% 10.1% 4.5% 1.9% 0.9% 100.0%

Dewey Count of Parcels 3 18 236 55 10 11 5 338

Count of Parcels2 0.9% 5.3% 69.8% 16.3% 3.0% 3.3% 1.5% 100.0%

Galena Count of Parcels 3 2 304 46 213 75 28 671
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a) More than b)0 to 10% d)0 to 10% e)10 to 30% f)30 to g)More than
Class Twp Data 10% decrease decrease ¢) No Chng increase increase 100%increase Doubled Grand Total
Agricultural Galena Count of Parcels2 0.4% 0.3% 45.3% 6.9% 31.7% 11.2% 4.2% 100.0%
Hanna Count of Parcels 4 146 61 93 43 5 352
Count of Parcels2 1.1% 0.0% 41.5% 17.3% 26.4% 12.2% 1.4% 100.0%
Hudson Count of Parcels 3 2 138 87 6 4 240
Count of Parcels2 1.3% 0.8% 57.5% 36.3% 2.5% 1.7% 0.0% 100.0%
Johnson Count of Parcels 4 1 133 46 14 3 1 202
Count of Parcels2 2.0% 0.5% 65.8% 22.8% 6.9% 1.5% 0.5% 100.0%
Kankakee Count of Parcels 4 22 306 176 38 5 8 559
Count of Parcels2 0.7% 3.9% 54.7% 31.5% 6.8% 0.9% 1.4% 100.0%
Lincoln Count of Parcels 31 59 179 40 34 4 3 350
Count of Parcels2 8.9% 16.9% 51.1% 11.4% 9.7% 1.1% 0.9% 100.0%
Michigan Count of Parcels 5 1 11 3 3 4 27
Count of Parcels2 18.5% 3.7% 40.7% 0.0% 11.1% 11.1% 14.8% 100.0%
New Durham |Count of Parcels 14 4 379 111 76 9 5 598
Count of Parcels2 2.3% 0.7% 63.4% 18.6% 12.7% 1.5% 0.8% 100.0%
Noble Count of Parcels 3 1 315 30 113 5 2 469
Count of Parcels2 0.6% 0.2% 67.2% 6.4% 24.1% 1.1% 0.4% 100.0%
Pleasant Count of Parcels 6 1 202 11 87 6 5 318
Count of Parcels2 1.9% 0.3% 63.5% 3.5% 27.4% 1.9% 1.6% 100.0%
Prairie Count of Parcels 4 5 111 45 57 4 3 229
Count of Parcels2 1.7% 2.2% 48.5% 19.7% 24.9% 1.7% 1.3% 100.0%
Scipio Count of Parcels 10 95 284 26 3 5 13 436
Count of Parcels2 2.3% 21.8% 65.1% 6.0% 0.7% 1.1% 3.0% 100.0%
Springfield  {Count of Parcels 8 4 369 153 221 35 32 822
Count of Parcels2 1.0% 0.5% 44.9% 18.6% 26.9% 4.3% 3.9% 100.0%
Union Count of Parcels 1 14 210 37 15 2 16 295
Count of Parcels2 0.3% 4.7% 71.2% 12.5% 5.1% 0.7% 5.4% 100.0%
Washington |Count of Parcels 1 95 49 8 2 2 155
Count of Parcels2 0.0% 0.6% 61.3% 31.6% 3.9% 1.3% 1.3% 100.0%
Wills Count of Parcels 6 304 180 33 12 12 547
Count of Parcels2 1.1% 0.0% 55.6% 32.9% 6.0% 2.2% 2.2% 100.0%
|Agricultural Count of Parcels 142 457 4958 1411 1254 286 226 8734
| Agricultural Count of Parcels2 1.6% 5.2% 56.8% 16.2% 14.4% 3.3% 2.6% 100.0%
Exempt Center Count of Parcels 4 7 22 38 60 6 11 148
Count of Parcels2 2.7% 4.7% 14.9% 25.7% 40.5% 4.1% 7.4% 100.0%
Clinton Count of Parcels 1 : 1 2
Count of Parcels2 0.0% 0.0% 50.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 50.0% 100.0%
Hudson Count of Parcels 1 1 2
Count of Parcels2 0.0% 0.0% 50.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 50.0% 100.0%
Lincoln Count of Parcels 1 6 4 2 1 14
Count of Parcels2 7.1% 0.0% 0.0% 42.9% 28.6% 14.3% 7.1% 100.0%
Michigan Count of Parcels 53 17 98 36 60 32 32 328
Count of Parcels2 16.2% 5.2% 29.9% 11.0% 18.3% 9.8% 9.8% 100.0%
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a) More than b)0 to 10% d)0 to 10% e)10 to 30% f)30 to g)More than
Class Twp Data 10% decrease decrease ¢) No Chng increase increase 100%increase Doubled Grand Total

Exempt Pleasant Count of Parcels 1 1
Count of Parcels2 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Springfield  |Count of Parcels 1 8 4 13
Count of Parcels2 7.7% 0.0% 61.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 30.8% 100.0%
Union Count of Parcels 2 2
Count of Parcels2 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Washington |Count of Parcels 1 1 2
| Count of Parcels2 50.0% 0.0% 0.0% 50.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Exempt Count of Parcels 60 24 130 82 126 40 50 512
Exempt Count of Parcels2 11.7% 4.7% 25.4% 16.0% 24.6% 7.8% 9.8% 100.0%
Mineral Center Count of Parcels 10 5 16
Count of Parcels2 0.0% 0.0% 66.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 33.3% 100.0%
Springfield  {Count of Parcels 10 10
Count of Parcels2 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Mineral Count of Parcels 10 10 5 25
Mineral Count of Parcels2 40.0% 0.0% 40.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 20.0% 100.0%
Utility Center Count of Parcels 5 2 1 3 1 12
Count of Parcels2 41.7% 0.0% 16.7% 0.0% 8.3% 25.0% 8.3% 100.0%
Coolspring  |Count of Parcels 1 1
Count of Parcels2 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Dewey Count of Parcels 5 6 11
Count of Parcels2 45.5% 0.0% 54.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%

Hanna Count of Parcels 1 1]
Count of Parcels2 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Hudson Count of Parcels 3 3
Count of Parcels2 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Johnson Count of Parcels : 1 1
Count of Parcels2 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Kankakee Count of Parcels 1 1
Count of Parcels2 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Lincoln Count of Parcels 1 3 2 6
Count of Parcels2 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 16.7% 50.0% 33.3% 100.0%
Michigan Count of Parcels 47 4 66 1 5 11 155 289
Count of Parcels2 16.3% 1.4% 22.8% 0.3% 1.7% 3.8% 53.6% 100.0%
New Durham |Count of Parcels 2 2
Count of Parcels2 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Prairie Count of Parcels 1 1 2
Count of Parcels2 50.0% 0.0% 50.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Springfield  |Count of Parcels 1 1
Count of Parcels2 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Union Count of Parcels 4 4
Count of Parcels2 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%

F:\Laporte Value Changes by Class Page 6 of 8 3/5/2008



a) More than b)0 to 10% d)0 to 10% e)10 to 30% f)30 to g)More than
Class Twp Data 10% decrease decrease ¢) No Chng increase increase 100%increase Doubled Grand Total
Utility Washington |Count of Parcels 2 1 1 4
Count of Parcels2 50.0% 0.0% 25.0% 0.0% 0.0% 25.0% 0.0% 100.0%
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a) More than b)0 to 10% d)0 to 10% e)10 to 30% f)30 to g)More than
Class Twp Data 10% decrease decrease ¢) No Chng increase increase 100%increase Doubled Grand Total
Utility Count of Parcels 60 5 84 1 8 19 161 338
Utility Count of Parcels2 17.8% 1.5% 24.9% 0.3% 2.4% 5.6% 47.6% 100.0%
Total Count of Parcels 1765 2259 7183 14366 17614 9376 9830 62393
Total Count of Parcels2 2.8% 3.6% 11.5% 23.0% 28.2% 15.0% 15.8% 100.0%
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